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floor may cost taxpayer dollars. If we
are going to have a debate about cut-
ting spending, I am going to offer a sec-
ond-degree to make sure the spending
is a greater number to save the tax-
payers more money so we can continue
to have this debate.

I appreciate the applause from one
Member on the other side of the aisle.
Two Members. So we have two mem-
bers of the Democrat Caucus who wish
to cut spending. Thank you both. Mr.
Chairman, I want to thank them both.

At this point, I yield to my col-

league, the ranking member of the
Budget Committee, Mr. RYAN from
Wisconsin.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I appreciate
the applause.

Mr. Chairman, I think it is important
that we do everything we can to save
money in light of the fact that we are
creating a massive new entitlement
program later this week with this bill
that is coming to the floor. I think it
is important that we show leadership
at every facet of the Federal govern-
ment. That is why this amendment,
which now I believe saves $100,000 from
the USDA Administrative Account
Budget, is worth supporting, simply be-
cause of the fact that the new SCHIP
bill opens a whole new open-ended enti-
tlement.

In the past, SCHIP has always been a
program that was capped, that had an
authorization. Now we have a program
that has no income limits, that re-
quires people to actually self-certify. If
they say they are eligible, they are eli-
gible. Anybody can get it. Warren
Buffett’s child could get SCHIP.

More important to the fact is this,
Mr. Chairman. The reason that it is
important to save $100,000 from the
USDA budget is it is going to cost a lot
of money when this SCHIP bill passes
and it pushes people out of private
health insurance onto government
health insurance. That is precisely
what this will do.

Eighty-nine percent of the children
in families with incomes between 300
percent and 400 percent of poverty and
95 percent of families above 400 percent
of poverty have private health insur-
ance. What this bill will do is push
those children out of the private health
insurance that their parents and their
employers are paying for and make
taxpayers pay for that health insur-
ance. This is an enormous, enormous
expansion of our government program,
which takes choice away from patients
on health insurance and makes them
take this government one-size-fits-all,
bureaucratic-driven health care. And
that is why we need to support remov-
ing $100,000 from the administrative
budget from the USDA, because we
have a long ways to go to save the
money to pay for this bill.

This bill, as it left the Ways and
Means Committee, was $76 billion over
the budget in that it violated the ma-
jority’s PAYGO by $76 billion. The bill
that was brought to the Energy and
Commerce Committee that wasn’t re-
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ported out was $91 billion PAYGO non-
compliant.

Why is this, Mr. Chairman? Well, an-
other reason why I think we need to
save money by cutting $100,000 from
the USDA’s administrative budget is
that they cut Medicare. Not just a lit-
tle bit, but deeply. They raid the Medi-
care trust fund, and they cut and evis-
cerate the Medicare Advantage pro-
gram.

Mr. Chairman, I bet every one of us
has done a town hall meeting whereby
we have heard constituents when we
are talking about Medicare say: You
know what? You people in Congress
ought to give us the same health insur-
ance that you have.

Mr. Chairman, that is exactly what
Medicare Advantage is. Just like we as
Members of Congress have, just like we
in the Federal employment health ben-
efit, we have the ability to choose
among providers who are competing
against each other for our benefit. We
get to choose among providers. We
have choice. That is exactly what we
are giving to Medicare beneficiaries
with the Medicare Advantage program.

These plans compete against each
other for the beneficiary’s business,
and each Medicare beneficiary gets to
choose traditional Medicare or Medi-
care Advantage plan, and that active
choice has driven down prices and has
driven up quality and customer satis-
faction.

The bill coming to the floor this
week will cut 3 million people off the
Medicare Advantage program. It will
say to all those people who chose to
have this plan that gives them com-
prehensive Medicare coverage: No, you
have to have the one-size-fits-all gov-
ernment monopoly plan. You can’t
have this choice that looks like what
Members of Congress have.

That is why we need to cut $100,000
from the USDA budget, because all
these deep Medicare cuts to pay for a
massive expansion of a new entitle-
ment program at a time when all these
other programs are going bankrupt is a
step in the wrong direction. That is
why I urge adoption the gentleman’s
second-degree amendment, and I thank
him for yielding me time.

Mr. MCHENRY. Reclaiming my time.
I think it is also important to note
that the SCHIP bill the gentleman
speaks of raises taxes on tobacco,
raises taxes on all health care plans in
American, and I think important for us
to talk about that later on this week.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman
from Connecticut is recognized for 5
minutes.

Ms. DELAURO. I would just like to
say what I stated earlier: That in fact
what we did in the subcommittee is to
cut the central office at the Agri-
culture Department by 16 percent. If
that is not good enough for you, I ac-
cept this amendment. You have an op-
portunity to withdraw it, if you would
like, but I am happy to accept it. Or
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you can sit and you can stand and you
can continue just running your mouth
here on the issue of the amendment. I
have accepted it the second time
around.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Georgia is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Chairman, a little
while earlier when my amendment was
introduced to cut the Office of the Sec-
retary of Agriculture by 1 percent,
$50,000, the distinguished chairman of
the Appropriations Committee stood
up and said, well, that is nothing. That
is just pocket change, and it is a dila-
tory motion. It is meaningless. It is so
insignificant in the big scope of things
when we are talking about an $18 bil-
lion discretionary spending bill on the
Agriculture appropriations bill that we
are dealing with.

Well, I thank now my colleague from
North Carolina for doubling that 1 per-
cent cut to a 2 percent cut. So now I
say to my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle, we are not talking about
$560,000, we are talking about $100,000.
And the chairman of the overall com-
mittee, Mr. OBEY, is absolutely right.
It is a small amount. But he is also
right. I have several other amend-
ments. He might call those pocket
change as well and dilatory amend-
ments. But the first thing you know
when you add those up, Mr. Chairman,
you are going to get to over $1 million.

Now, on the floor of the House in this
body inside the Beltway that may not
be much money, but to the folks back
in the 11th District of Georgia that I
represent it becomes some significant
money.

But, again, the chairman is right. We
are trying to make a point here. And I
hope not just our colleagues in the
Chamber are listening, and I know they
are, but I hope the American people are
listening as well. Because we do want
to make a point, and that is what we
are doing with Mr. MCHENRY’S amend-
ment to double the cut to 2 percent on
this small section, that is what we are
doing in my base amendment with the
1 percent cut. We are saying, look, if
you want to bring forth a bill, as you
intend to do later this week, the so-
called CHAMP Act, to massively in-
crease spending that violates your own
new PAYGO rules by $70 billion, as the
ranking member of the Budget Com-
mittee just pointed out; then if you
want to find the money to have these
massive expansions, then you need to
look at every other spending bill and
set your priorities straight.
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And let’s say we’re going to cut the
money instead of doing it on the backs
of our seniors. And that’s why I say,
you need a new acronym for this bill.
It’s not the CHAMP Act, Children’s
Health and Medicare Protection Act.
No, it’s the CHUMP Act, Children’s
Health Unfunds Medicare Protection,



